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Interview Summary 

In an applicant initiated personal interview on October 17, 2006, with the 
applicant's representatives, Jens Jenkins and Thomas Bonacci, the following arguments 
were presented with regards to claims 1,17, and 25 of the present application 
discussing the prior art Koizumi et al. (U.S. Patent No. 4,789,986). 

Applicant's representatives proposed a draft amendment of claims 1 and 17 to 
further clarify the invention with regards to the following limitations of: 

1 . The selective identification of the data fields to be consistency checked by one 
of the application instance or by the consistency management module. 

2. The act of the consistency management module determining that the 
prompting event has occurred. 

As per claim 25, the claim language with regards to 35 U.S.C. 112, sixth 
paragraph and the use of "step for". Applicant's representatives noted that acts or steps 
performed are functional processes. 



